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ABSTRACT

This report eramines the scholastic achievement of
132 students who transferred from Long Beach City College (LBCC) to
the University of California (UC) for the 1972-73 school year.
Findings show that LBCC transfers to all branches of the university
conpare favorably with all community college transfers at UC.
Statistics also reveal steady improvement in scholastic achiovement
by LBCC transfers over the past several years with regard to: GPA
earned at LBCC prior to enrollment at UC (3.17 ws. 2.85), GPA earned
at the university (2.93 vs. 2.46), and an increased percentage of
students achieving a "B" average or above (44 percent vs. 26
percent). Generally, statistics related to scholastic performance of
LBCC transfers generate a story of successful achievement. Stndents
vho initially qualify for UC on graduation from bhigh school but defer
enrollment and attend LBCC first are receiving good preparation for
university vork. Tables and graphs representing the statistical
findings are included in the report. (AH)
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Scholastic Achievement of Former L.B.C.C. Students
Entering the University of California
During the Academic Year 1972-73

Background. Anmually tho University of Califormia Office of Relations
With Schools sends to the college & report of scholastic performance of
nev LECC transfers attending tho University. The Toport consists of a
comput-r printed summary of grades for former students at cach branch
campus enrolling one or more LBCC transfers, and some comparative infor-
nation regarding transfers from all California Community Colleges. It
is the intent of this study, to analyze the individual grade reports
furnished by the University in an attempt to evaluate the scholastic
perfornance of former LECC students entering one of eight campuses of
the University of California during the 1972-73 school year,

Content and format of the University's report was drastically changed
with the inavguration of the "quarter systom" in 1566, and a move toward
computerized reporting techniques. In the process of developing these
techniques, individual campuses of the University devised slightly
differing methods of reporting statistical grade information. Some
campuses report grade information for fall quarter entrants only; others
include transfers entering throughout the year. Variations in grading
practices within the university system also complicate any attampt to
analyze the performance of former students at the University. The
Santa Cruz Campus, for example, evaluates scholastic achievement on a
pass/fail basis only, At Berkeley, the level of achievement is more
precisely defined with the use of + and - grades, which also enter into
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the grade point average calculaticns. In spite of these discrepencies,
the university report presents scholastic information which provides

& reasonable insight into the performance of former LBCC students at
the University of California.

Erocedure. Names of one-hundred and thirty-two (132) transfers to the
University of California were included in the 1972-73 progress report

to the College. A subsequent search of the LECC Admissions Office files
yielded student folders for almost all of the transfers reported. Only
four names were not matched with a corresponding LBCC folder. Having
ascertained that each transferee was indeed a former LBCC student, by the
existence of a student folder, the research office staff recorded aca-
demic achievement information from each folder for comparison with the
student's achievement at the University. Using the student's declared
major at the University as a guide, or in the absence of this information
the prevalent department noted in the student's course listing, grades
earned in related course work at LBCC werse recorded for comparison with
grades earned in major courss work completed at the University. If a
former student, for example, was listed as an engineering major at the
University, all grades earned in mathematics, physical sciences, and
engineering courses at LBCC were recorded for comparison with those
grades earned ai the University in similar course work. Information
recorded from the folders, and the statistical data from the University's
report have been tabulated and summarized in a series of tables and

figures for this report,



Table 1 presents scholastic performance data on 1972-73 LBCC transfers
to thoe University of California by Campus. Migures shown are the number
and percent of entrants, the cumulative grade point average earned at
LBCC, the grade point average at the University (all courses taken
during the three quarters: Fall 1972, Winter 1973, Spring 1973}, the
differential between grade point average at UC and LBCC, cumulative
units earned, percentage earning below a "C" average, and the percentage
earning a "B" average or above. These data are grouped acccrding to the
transferees eligibility to enter the University on graduai'~-: from high
school: those gligible for the University at the time of his- school
graduation, those ineligible at that time, and for both groups combined.

Table 2 depicts the academic achievement of Long Beach City College
transfers to tho University during 1972-73 in comparison to students
from California Commmity Colleges in general.

Table 3 summarizes information similar to that shown in Table 1 over a
nine year period. As a word of caution, it should be noted at this

point, prior to 1966-67 IC grade point averages vere based on first
semoster performance only. Since 1966, UC grade point averages have

been based on all courses taken during any of the three quarters.

Figures 1-3 graphically illustrate some of the data sumarized in Table 3.

Table 4 presents a detailed tabulation of grades earned by LICC transfers
to tho Upiversity by iastructional area. The figures are tabulated
according to UC departmentel course identifierc, but displayed in an
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LECC divisional organization. Table 5 indicates by rank order, the
grade point averages earned in instructional areas enrolling a minimm
of 30 LBCC transfers.

Takle 6 shows the relationship between grades earned at LBCC and the
University in courses defined within the major study area. Since the
pumber within each major is frequently small, the validity of the data
at this level is questionable. 4s a group, however, or at the LBCC
division level whers some larger groupings are found, the figures achieve
some degree of respectability.

Fipdings. As reported by the University of California, the mmber of
LBCC transfers to tho University was 132 for the academic year 1972-73.
Of this numbe}, 71, or 54 percent, were eligible to enter the University
at graduation faom high school, although they did not choose to do 80;
26 (20%) were pot eligible to enter the University at graduation. The
remaining 35 (26%) were probably insligible also, as they were admitted
to the University in 1972-73 by "special action" of the admissions office.
Only those transfers charged to Long Besach City College (this excludes
those admitted on "special action") enter into the statistical caleou-~
lations reported by the University. The general observations concerning
LECC transfers to the University of Californie that follow are based
upon the statistical data reported by tho University, and summarized by
the college research office in a series of tables and figures appended
to this report.



Six of every tem LBCC transfers to tho University last year,
or 61 percent, enrolled at a branch campus within easy cormuting
distance to Long Beach, either UCLA or UC Irvine., {(Table 1)

On the average, LBCC transfers entered the University with a
grede point average slightly above a "B" (3.17) in 80.3 quarter
uniis of transferable credit (53 semester units), and during the
academic year earned nearly a "B" averago (2.93) in 36.4 quarter
units. (Table 1)

fmong the transfers to UC who were charged to LBCC, four of
every ten (44%) earned o "B" averasge or higher; approximately
one in ten (8%) earned a grade averags below & "C", (Table 1)

in apalysis of scholastic performance by UC campus suggests that
former LECC students encountered the greatest difficulty (grade-
wise) at UC Santa Barbara. Only 18 percent of the transfers
earned a "B" grade or higher as compared to 44 percent for all
LBCC transfers university-wide. (Table 1)

On a percentage basis more LECC transfers attending Berkeley
experienced difficulty earning at least a "C¥ grade. On the
other hand, however, one of every two LBCC tramsfers to UC
Berkeley earned a "B" grade or above. (Table 1)

As a group, the achievement of LBCC transfers to all branches

of tho Univexrsity compares favorably with the achievement of

all community college transfers at UC: Percent "B" average or
above-~44% vs. 39%, Percent below "C" --8% vs. 10%, and University
GPA--2.93 vs. 2.79, respectively. (Table 2, Figurs 3) |

A comparison of LECC transfers and all community college transfers,
vho were eligible to enter the University at high school graduation,
but did not enter wntil 1972-73, indicates that LB % eligible
transfers achieved at a significantly higher academic level than
their all-community-college counterpart: Percent "B" average or
above--53% vs. 43%, Percent below "C" ~-05% vs. 8%, University
GPA~-3.05 vs. 2.85, respectively. On the other hand, however

the reverse was true for LBCC ineligible trapmsfers. (Table 25

A review of the scholestic performance of LBCC transfers to the
University over the past several years suggests that LBCC
transfers: have steadily raised the GPA earned at LBCC prior

to university enrollment (3.17 vs. 2.85), have grad in-
creased the GPA earned at tho University (2.93 vs. 2.46), have
increased the percentage o studants achieving a "B" average or
above (4% vs. 26%), and have decreased the percentage of
transfers earning below "C" (19% vs. 8%). (Table 3, Figures 1, 2)

Since 1967-68, the differential between the grade point average
earned by LECC transfers at the University end the grade point

average that they earnmed at LBCC has remained fairly stable and
within the narrow range of -0.13 and -0.26, (Table 3, Figure 3)
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« Jn analysis of grades earned by LBCC transfers to tho Univorsity,
distributed by instructional area, revealed that 1,357 grades
were earned by 128 transfers. (Santa Cruz students were not ine
cluded), Of the 1,357 grades 62 percent were eithsr "A" or "B",
only 4 percent were "F", and 4 percent were "D', (Table 4)

- Highest subject-area grade point averages (30 or more grades
issucd) were earned by LBCC transfers in Fine Arts subjects-~
Music (3.34), and Art (3.29) togped the 1list. lLovest sub?ect-
area GI'A was a respectable 2.49 ir mathematics. (Table 5

« An analysis of the scholastic pe.. .mance of LBCC transfers to
the University, when organized by student major, yields 1ittle
additional data. Grade point averages are practically identical
for the respective cumulative GPA. Although the number of
students within each major is too .mall to yield conclusive
evidence, it may be of some interest to note the wide ran in

GPA differentisl anong major study areas--{+0.10 to -0.87).
(Table 6)

Comments and Observations. Statistical data related to scholastic

performance of Long Beach City College transfers to the University of
California in 1972-73 generate a story of successful achievement. On
the basis of grades earned, LECC transfers to the University, as a group,
compare favorably with California Cozaunity College WC-transfers in
general. Students who cloose to defer enrollment in tho University to

a later date, and pursue their academic goals at LECC first, may rest
assured that they have made a sound decision., 4s transfer students
before have demonstrated, they too will receive the training essential
to success at the university level.

Research 6/7.
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Iakle ld. Scholastio Performence of Forwer LBCC Students
the University of California By location, 1972-7).

¥
v or
e | Yty | panipinge | iy pis oo | ey | BT
Berkaley 0 E )9 3.8 0.2 9.5 38.1 205 708
Davis 3 4 3.2 37 0.08 n.2 447 ] 66
los Angeles 8 9 3.26 3.0 -0.28 8.8 3.0 s A7
Riverside ) 4 349 326 0.9 9.9 43.8 0 &b
Santa g:nn _; _12 3.0 2.72 <0.38 &.9 3.9 ntz. 28
Total 7 T0s | 325 3.0 To‘% %.‘9' 38: u.z! 5 ﬁ
Serkeley - 4 15% .67 24 0.26 8s.1 M.8 258 0
Davis - 8 .97 .35 0,62 88.9 ’8-’ 0 (4]
Irvine . &8 A 3.02 2.66 0.3 80.4 6.4 as 5%
los ingeles 72 Q 3.9 2.94 0.38% 92.7 .0 0o 57
San mm Y] 0 - - - - - - -
Santa Bardara 4 1% 28 2.8 L0 8.9 7.1 3 0
m cm ﬁ » - - - - - - -
Total 1008 { 299 24 0.3 .1 32.9 158 2%
2 158 332 290 0.2 89.7 .2 as 50%
Irvine 3B 32 297 <0.25 75.7 S34.4 ? &2
los w &5 k7Y 3-26 29 0,27 8’09 ”os é %
Bamtabebes | 18 1 | Jis 3B 24 ne 3% s !
Santa Crus A T afa _nia 2.3 &/
Total mnm'& | Wy z'ﬂ“g D.2% 80.3 ﬁ 'Q A4S
& Inaludes thoss students adnmitted by “Specisd action®, those studento graded exaluaiwely on a pass/fail bast
students who withdrev fres all their clesses, as wll as e "aligible® and "Snaligible® studonts shown abe

Only the "eligible” and "ineligible® atudsnts ::iv inciuded in ﬂn ssholastic calculations, bhowvever.

Zadle 2. Acadexic Achisveasnts of Former LECC Students and aAll Community Coll
Transfers Entering the University of California, 1972-73,% v w

lave Boach City Colless Al Cosmunity Colleges
Rigible Inelsgidle Total | Rdagitle Ineligi™do  Total
Rador of entrants 63 % 9% 2 2,355 4,999
Fercent of entrants 725 28% 2008 ’gﬁ ’Aﬂ 300%
Percent "B" averags or adove 53% 2% 43 43% k71 298
Fercent below "C* average 6% 15% &g 8t 12¢ 108
m&ﬂs GPA 3-2’ 2-99 3017 3019 3.05 Jﬂn
GPA differential - 20 -, 38 ~edh ~o 34 »e3) -3

*Does pot in~ludo those otudeats who withdruw Irom the iniversity,thoce who received sll "F* grados,
those wbo wore graded only on 8 psac/fnsl basis (Santa Crus canpus), or those stixients adwittod by
special action of the adnissions officer,
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Table 3. m of Scholastic ohievemsnt Demonstrated by L.B.C.C. Tranefers
Their First Year at (20 University of California, 1964-1972.

School %o. of ’m 2"8"or (v, 1LiC arA Percent

Tour Tranefurs Adove OFA GPA piff.  Rigidle
1964~65 A3 198 358 .55 23R O 568
196566 s = x = = ) =
1966~67 56 168 DS 2.97 3.06 0.9 &
1967-68 54 a2 ¢4 2.66 .M 0. N 55
1968-69 & ' 8 R.75 296 0.2 é0 .
1969-70 49 é &6 2.86 300 048 a
1970-71 43 b 4 ] & 282 307 0.2% 43
iIN-7n k14 10 56 2.92 3.26 0.4 35
19R-73 68 S [ -] 3,05 33 020 =
97-7%

197%-75
197576
1976-'77
1977-78
‘ Sahval %o, of SBelov £"°or Undv. LOC  OPA

Yoar Transfers "cr Adove A GPA  Diff,
196465 k ] 2% iss 324 2N D0
1965-66 x = = = x =
1566-67 16 45 3 .36 272 0.36
1967-68 5 3 4 .57 2» L0022
1968-69 2 s 8 2.53 2.85 «0,32
19%-~70 28 & 8 2.5 .85 «0.26
190-7 = 3 7 2.76 an «0,.1%
9N-72 53 4 22 R+ § 3.00 «£0.19
1972-73 6 A 6 2. 2.99 «0,38
197374
975
1975-76
197M-18

Schood o, of $Bclov $"PYor Usiv. LG ora

Yoar Translors ce Above GPA OFA mer,
196465 ™ 19% 268 .46 2.8 0.9
1965-66 = z F 3 x x x
1966~67 8 18% 208 2.53 29 L0.45
1967-68 S8 bt % 2.6 28 0.6
1968-69 102 9 33 2.5 293 0.4
196570 % 9 &0 27 2.95 0.18
1970-71 100 12 35 2.9 3.00 0.2
197172 Jos 8 A8 2,85 3.10 0,25
1971-73 132 8 &4 .93 3.17 O.%
197374
~974~T75
1975-76
1976-11
1977~-78

x Data not svailabie.

® Inoludes those students admitted by "special action®, those studsnts graded exclusively
on & pass/fail basis, and studonts who withdrew fros all their classas evan though
studsnts {n these categories are excladed from the caleulations,
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Subject Area K. =
Musio 5 >3
it 48 3.9

) 3.
. ©o 3.06
: 1% 3.0
. 8 2.96

y % 2.5
Gramiat 126 .64
¢ » 2.5
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Phyndcs a 3-:
Folitical Science » > "

2 3.7

Ingineering

Thaatre icte ” 2.7
Yo thematics 1 2:49

UNIVERSITY OF CALIF,
LOS ANGELES

AN 24 i
CLE«’\R!.‘-.’GHOU"IE NG
Ky %

TURIOR COLLE A
INT A FON

f¢

ERIC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.



Tabls 6. Comparative GrA by Major for LECC Transfers to The University
of California in 1972-73: U.C, GPA ws, LICC GPA.

No. "Masor Subject GPA
¥ojor Students® W LESC
Businaesss

Businoss Administrstion i 3.00 3.08
Tomputer Seience 3.10 3,07
Divisicn Ave. 7 3.08 3.07

Creativo Artat
Art 3 3.10 3.53
Theatre Arts N b 3.35
Division Ave. 8 2.88 3.42

er bede H :

Anthiopslogy b} 3.00 3.04
Ecoponics -3 3.0 3.36
History 13 2.95 3.18
MIOSOPW b § 3.56 3.5
Political Science 3 2.73 2,93
Psychcloy 9 2.8 3049
Sociology 8 2,92 3,00
Pre-Law ..’L) 200 2222
Division Ave. (43 2.9 3.2,

Language Arts:
English 11 2.87 3.22
Foreign Language (Spunish) A 2461 2271
. Division Ave. 1z <.85 3.18

Hath and Science:
Life Science:

Biology 17 3.04 2.93
Bactoriology 2 2.87 R.89
Exvironmental Science 3 2.82 3.05
' Life Science Ave, {22) 3.00 2.94
Engineerings 3 2042 3.04
Mathenatics: A 2.7 3.54
Physiecsl Sciences
Frysies b § 2,50 2.75
Fhysical Scionse _&)_ 2:58 3,08
Yhysical Scicnce Ave, .40 3.02
Division Ave. {(40) 2,84 3.08
¥iscollaneoust
Optonmetry p | 3.57 3.2
Physical Fducation 2 3.07 3.39
Public Health 2 3.20 4,00
Undeclared 4 3.47 4.00
Total 113 2.92 3.20
*Excluding students at Santa Cruz, and studonts who withdrew or recoived grades of
incomplete,
Q
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